





































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































                                               
1 At least in cognitive science, although as Göran Sonesson (pc) has pointed out, it is exactly this that 
was at stake in Brentano’s and Husserl’s understanding of intentionality. 
2 This is the philosophical picture that was the starting point for Wittgenstein’s Tractatus Logico-
Philosophicus (1961 [1922]). 
3 W.D. Ross (ed.) The Works of Aristotle, Vol. 1, transl. E.M. Edghill, Oxford, Clarendon Press, 1928, 
16a. 
4 An Essay concerning Human Understanding (1690), Book III, Ch. 2, section 2. 
5 Of course the Grounding and Other Minds problems are not empirical problems encountered by the 
child;  rather they are theoretical problems encountered by explanatory accounts. The assumption that 
the Other Minds problem is an empirical one is, I would suggest, one of the fundamental errors of 
Theory of Mind Theories. 
6 In practice, because the Principles and Parameters are always subject to revision the theory is 
effectively insulated against empirical test. 
7 An interesting issue, that I do not have space to pursue in detail, is that of shared systems of beliefs or 
ideologies. Ideologies are social, normative facts inasmuch as they serve as the objects (or mediators) 
of beliefs. Ideologies, then, are not themselves reasons for actions, but ground the reasons for actions, 
and when we say someone acted out of ideological reasons, we mean that the person’s actions are 
comprehensible on the basis of reasons motivated and grounded by ideological beliefs. Ideologies 
supply reasons. 
8 Expressed in an older philosophical lexicon, canonicality of object function is a normative 
phenomenon existing at the interface between “Erste Natur” and “Zweite Natur”. 
 
9 This crosscultural difference in children’s response patterns may be directly due to crosslinguistic 
differences, although the early age at which it manifests itself tells against such a Whorfian 
interpretation. It may alternatively be due to non-linguistic cultural practices. More likely it is due to a 
combination of non-linguistic practices entrenched in crosslinguistic differences. 
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